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»77>e MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 



a) □ 

b) m 



The period for reply expires 



PERIOD FOR REPL Y [check either a) or b)] 
..months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 



1 D ^^ e ,°l A P peal was filed on • Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 
(3 The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) S they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(C) ^ £s^ aPPliCati ° n in better f0rm for a PP eal b V materiall V redu ™g or simplifying the 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 
N0TE: the amendment to claim s 5 and 9 represent a newly introduced limitetinn 
3-D Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

4.D Newly proposed or amended claim(s) _ 
canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

InnSSnn^^^ SP ° r C)S u reqU6St for reco ^ d ^on has been considered but does NOT place the 

application in condition for allowance because: the applicants arguments regarding nl aim J am not nersnxsiZ 

6. Q The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

7. D For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)g| will not be entered or b)D will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: . 



. would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 



Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 



8. Q The proposed drawing correction filed on isa)D approved or b)Q disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's arguments filed 06 March 2003 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant argues concerning claim 7: 

(1) The internals disclosed by Callahan et al do not achieve the same function of the 
instantly claimed set of internals. 

(2) The primary feature of Callahan et al. is that it teaches combination fixed-fluid bed 
catalysts, while the instant invention achieves the same effects without the use of fixed bed 
catalysts. 

(3) The amendment results in a structural difference. 

Regarding argument (1), while Callahan et al. may clearly teach that the internals act as 
supports for the fixed bed catalyst, it is maintained that the structure meets the claims and thus 
has the same effect. 

Regarding argument (2), The additional features of Callahan et al., specifically the use of 
a fixed bed catalyst, is not excluded in the instantly claimed invention, and appears to be required 
by the claims. Furthermore, this argument is used only to support the argument that the internals 
disclosed by Callahan et al. do not achieve the same function of the instantly claimed set of 
internals. This does not patently distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art as no 
structural difference is seen. 

Regarding argument (3), In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to 
show certain features of applicant's invention, it is deemed that this structure is in fact shown, 
noting that the amendment is not entered. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peter J Lish whose telephone number is 703-308-1772. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 9:00-6:00 Monday through Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stanley Silverman can be reached on 703-308-3837. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9310 for regular 
communications and 703-305-931 1 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308-0661. 
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